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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: on page 1 , 
line 8, ""entities one or more electronic formats" should be changed to -entities in one or 
more electronic formats-. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 5 is objected to because of the following informalities: the last line should 
be changed to -by the one or more users — (emphasis added). 

3. Claim 12 is objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c), as being of improper dependent 
form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is 
required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper 
dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. Claim 12 simply recites the 
third limitation of claim 8. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter, which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claim 5 recites the limitation "the audio files" in the first line. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Independent claim 1 , to which claim 5 
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refers, does not mention audio files. For the purposes of examination it will be assumed 
that claim 5 should depend upon claim 4. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1, 3, 6 and 16-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wolfe et al. (U.S. Pat. 6,789,060) in view of Reynar et al. (U.S. Pat. 
6,446,041). 

As per claims 1 and 16, Wolfe teaches a method for processing voicemail 
messages, the method comprising: 

transcribing a plurality of voicemail messages to produce a plurality of voicemail 
message transcripts (converts the dictation information into text where the input can be 
a interactive telephony application hence suggesting a voicemail system, col. 6, lines 
22-29 and col. 4, lines 29-37); 

indexing the plurality of voicemail messages transcripts (indexes the documents 
according to their current status and selectable subdirectories, col. 8, lines 32-51 and 
57-65); 

providing the voicemail message transcripts to one or more users (provides the 
text corresponding to speech to the user at the transcription station, col. 7, lines 22-28); 
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receiving at least one selection action from one or more of the users (edits the 
received text, necessarily performing a selection action, col. 7, lines 22-28); and 

providing the one or more voicemail message transcripts to the one or more 
parties specified by the one or more users (transcriptionist alters the distribution 
information, col. 7, lines 41-46). 

Wolfe does not teach the at least one selection action is identifying at least a 
portion of one or more of the voicemail message transcripts for delivery to one or more 
parties. 

Reynar teaches a speech to text system that selects a portion of the text that was 
generated from the speech for synthesis (col. 4, lines 39-51). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify the system of Wolfe to select only a portion of the message as 
taught by Reynar to deliver to one or more parties because this would allow the user to 
send only the errorless text, hence providing less confusion for the recipient. 
8. As per claims 3 and 18, Wolfe and Reynar do not teach the selection portion of 
the one or more voicemail message transcripts comprises a plurality of non-contiguous 
portions of one or more voicemail message transcripts. 

However, the Examiner takes Official Notice that non-contiguous selection of text 
is well known in the art. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of invention to modify the system of Wolfe and Reynar so that the 
selected portion comprises a plurality of con-contiguous portions because it would allow 
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multiple sections of the text to be selected by the user simultaneously hence making the 
system more versatile for the user. 

9. As per claim 6, Wolfe teaches sending the text by electronic mail (forwarded to a 
final destination via e-mail, col. 5, lines 51-56). 

10. As per claim 17, Wolfe teaches the transcription is performed by automatic 
speech recognition (col. 4, lines 29-37). 

11. As per claim 19, Wolfe does not teach the portion of the at least one speech 
message is less than a selection of the entire speech message. 

Reynar teaches the selected portion is less than the entire speech message 
(selects a portion of text and displays this text in a different color to differentiate it from 
the rest of the text hence the selected portion is less than the entire message, col. 4, 
lines 39-51). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify the system of Wolfe so the selected portion is less than the entire 
speech message as taught by Reynar since the sent message would be smaller hence 
saving transmission time. 

12. Claims 2, 4, 5, 7-15 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wolfe in view of Reynar and taken in further view of Davidson et al. 
(U.S. Pat. 6,775,360). 

As per claims 2 and 20, Reynar teaches playing audio corresponding solely to 
the portion of the text selected by the user (col. 4, lines 39-51 ). 
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20 Claim 12 is rejected for the reasons given above in claim 8. 
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u .nHinn the text by electronic mail (forwarded to 
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Conclusion 

24 T.ep^a^adeo.ecordandno.elieduponis — peninenuo 

applican , disclosure. Saindon - , (U.S. P, 6,320,055, and Pad— . 
( 3 Pa , 6 , 9 , 6 38)teac hm e t nodso f vo,ce ma il t oe m ai„ ra nsc„ pto n. ft-—. 

( , „ «, s Pat 5 568,540) teach voicemail systems 

(U.S. Pat. 6,327,343) and Greco et al. (U.S. Pat. 5.b 

that index and send messages. 
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7627 The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fti (8:00 am- 4.30 pm). 

h h „n ,571)272-7593. The fax phone number for 
supervisor, David Ometz can be reached on (571)272 
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